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Topics for Discussion for Terenho ne Interview re: AnalicaHnn Seria] No. lo;5S5 005 



Duar Examiner Quinn, 

For ou( interview on Wednesdeiy, I would lilte to discuss Independent ulaims 83, 96, 1 01 and 
103, Claims flR, 9f5, 101 and 103 are presently rejected as obvious over U.S Patent No 
6,856,663 to Colditz et al. In view of U S. Patent No. 2,336,432 to Wilson and U S Patent No 
860,359 to Dudley. 

With respect to claims 88 and 96, 1 would [ike to discuss the recitation of "an alignment 
arrangement configured to extend outward from the perimeter of tlie first endiess frame 
sIruGture." In the Offite Aution, i1 appears that this recitation is toeing broadly interpreted to 
include prior art structures linat extend avidly beJow or above the (mmn but that do not extend 
''^'*''^"V outward from the frame. It would be helpful to knov/ if our uncieratanding of tiie 
rejection is correct, and whether an amendment directed to ths aiignmsnt arrangement 
extending radially outward from the from the perimeter of the first endless framfi structure 
wouid overcome the outstanding rejection. 

Willi respect to claims 101 and 103, i woulQ liKe to discuss the recitation of "a docking 
arrangement comprising a pair of flexible belts," Dudley is cited as showing this recitation, 
However, It appears thai Dudley shows a single chain (21) rather thsin tiivo flexible belts, as 
recited in claims ini and 105. It would be helpful to know If wo arc referring to the correct 
disclosure in Dudley being cited against claims 101 and 103, and whether our understanding 
of the rejection is correct 

It is my understanding that you will be calling me on Wednesday at 1Piy at (860) 549-5290 

ext. looa, ^ ' 

Thgnk you and J loolt forward to speaking with you. 

Best regards, 
Sergio 
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